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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present application are respectfully 
requested in view of the following remarks. Claims 12-15 are added and claims 1-7 have been 
amended in this reply. Therefore, claims 1-15 are pending in the application. Claims 1 and 7 are 
the independent claims. 

- - , Lee. Cl apper 

Claims 1-3, 5, 7-9 and 1 1 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lee (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0049022; hereinafter "Lee") in view of Clapper 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,925,602; hereinafter "Clapper"). These rejections are respectfully traversed. 
Applicants initially note that neither Clapper nor Lee deal specifically with a digital camera, as 
found in amended independent claims 1 and 7. Applicants further assert that the present 
invention as cl una ; - 1 - uu i over the cited art in mam additional ways. 

Lee describes an optical disk reproducing system for reproducing still picture in which a 
user selects a still picture contained on a DVD audio disk. The number of still pictures contained 
in the disk track is detected. The system divides displays into a plurality of sections and the 
number of sections depends on the number of still pictures. The still pictures are scaled 
according to the sizes of the sections and are mapped to the divided display. 

However, his is who! ui ke es 1 ents » the present i eotiom hieh provides a 
v - ' •- nd a me se g t '''^'^h oving i nan. i i 

predetermined length having a plurality of frame images. Embodiments of the present Invention 
include a moxing vmuge processing device for extracting the frame images as indc\ unuges t i 
the moving image at regular intervals. A first display device displays tire index images in a 
divided display area and changes the number to divide the display area by in accordance with the 
5 ! ' x ! - ! - x s > e ! rV ^'ed ur »he no\u i i < :>f the iredete lee 
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Therefore, embodiments of the present invention allow a user to easily recognize the outline of 
whole moving image. 

in contrast. Lee is not concerned with reproducing a moving image of a predetermined 
length having a plurality of frame images. Lee merely describes displaying still pictures 
contained in each track of the. DVD audio disk. The still pictures are a series of unrelated and 
fixed images. In other words, the still pictures are not time-based and are not index Images 
extracted from a moving image as required in the present invention. Thus. Lee neither leaches 
< >. N i L^madnda dj^>H ar,ao. s spi , _ ,i > < 

<■ * j the number to divide the display area in accordance with the 

number of the index images extracted from the moving image of the predetermined length" as 
recited in independent claim 1 of the present invention. 

Furthermore, none of the relied upon portions of Lee is concerned with reproducing of 
the moving image from the scene corresponding to a selected index image as in the present 
invention, As discussed above, Lee merely describes displaying a series of unrelated and fixed 
still pictures contained in each track of the DVD audio disk. A user can highlight a still picture 
and restore the picture to its normal resolution. However, this is fundamentally different from 
the present invention in which when a user selects an index image, the moving image is 
reproduced from the scene corresponding to the selected index image. The present invention 
seeks to provide a user to quickly find a desired scene to start reproduction of the moving image. 
Lee is not concerned with providing such features. Thus, Lee neither teaches nor suggests "a 
controller to start reproduction of the moving image from the scene corresponding to a selected 
index image'" as recited in independent claim 1 of the present invention. 

Clapper describes a digital video editing system with a graphical user interface that 
c 1 es the selec n of a ^ deo seq ^ he user may seee starting frame a time 
interval, and b number of frames within the time interval, which may be represented by 
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thumbnail depictions of selected video frames. 

represented by the thumbnail depictions. 



DoeketNo.: 1259-024QP 
The user edits the portions of the video sequence 



! lower* . r, Clapper i> not concerned with reproducing a moving image of a predetermined 
length having a plurality of frame images as in the present invention. Instead. Clapper is directed 
to displaying thumbnail frames of a video sequence and the number of thumbnail frames to be 
displayed depends on a selection by a user or the system. The thumbnail frames are extracted 
from a video sequence with a start time and a time interval selected by a user of the system. In 

i ng image at 

regular intervals The display device changes the number to divide the display area, by in 
accordance with the number of the index images extracted from the moving image of the 
predetermined length. The number of images extracted will of course reflect the length of die 
regular interval. Thus, similarly to Lee, Clapper neither teaches or suggests '•displaying the 
index images in a divided display area of a first display device, the first display device changing 
the number to divide the display area by in accordance with the number of the index images 
extracted from the moving image of the predetermined length" as recited in independent claim 1 
of the present invention. 

In addition. Clapper is directed to displaying a representation of a selected interval of a 
video sequence and allowing a user to edit the video sequence. For example, the user can 
eliminate group of frames by indicating a start and stop frame for the group of frames. Also, 
different video effects may be applied selectively to a video sequence represented by the 
thumbnail frame. However, nowhere in Clapper is there mention or suggestion of allowing a 
<~ i ^\ ge and the moving imag eproduced c s^ ^^espoidiiL 

to a selected index image. The present invention socks to pros ide a user to qtnekh find a desired 
scene to start reproduction of the moving image. Clapper is not concerned with providing such 
features. Thus, similar!) to Let. Capper neither teaches noi ^'ggesis "a control!©* to start 
reproduction of the moving image from the scene corresponding to a selected index image" as 
-ui'cc ' v dm Tthemtse mention. 
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Applicants respectfully .submit that there is no reason or motivation to combine bee and 
Ciappe Spe fica \ Lee is directed to a method e J displaying high quality still pictures 
eontai led in a DVD audio disk. Clapp s e i ' is e ed t j s « 

ability to manipulate video sequence data using thumbnail frames. 'There references are 
resp respectfully submitted that Ik com unatioh of 

these references to produce the present claimed invention would not be obvious. 

Even if there were a motivation to combine the systems of Lee and Clapper, the 
eomb>ned s tet ould not hoc ce he pre ent i veation as tc ted depends 
Instead, the system resulting from the above combination would yield a system that allows a user 
to manipulate still image data of a DVD audio disk on a graphical user interface. This is wholly 
unlike the present claimed invention and provides no common problem recognition with the 
present invention. Specifically, it is respectfully submitted that the combination, similarly to the 
individual systems of Lee and Clapper, neither discloses nor suggests "Yhspl l tlx de\ 
i sda> dt\ice, tk is ^ sp y device changing the 
number to divide the display area in accordance with the number of the index images extracted 
from the moving image of the predetermined length'" and "a controller to start reproduction of 
the moving image from the scene corresponding to a selected index image" as recited in 
ndependent claim oi e press >e t ^ 

Independent claim 7 recites ''displaying the index images in a divided display area of a 
first display devics the st d ay device, c gnu he number to divide the display area by in 
accordance with the number of the index images extracted from the moving image of the 
predetermined length; mid starting reproduction of the moving image from the scene 
corresponding to a selected index image ' Claim 7 thus includes the similar m rentable features 
as discussed above with respect to independent claim L and the same arguments asserted above 
as to claim 1 are equal)} applied to claim 7. 
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To establish -a prima facie case of obviousness, the prior art references, when combined, 
mu t teael s sugges e he claim iiniita oris In re \ a cjk 1 17 I 2d 88, 2 I SPQ2d 38 
(Fed. f v i ^ be a reason tha lave prompted a p 

ordinan skill in the relevant i i in combine the elements in the w -he Ua lined new tmemion 
does. KSR [me n I < e. v Teieflex lac . 82 USFQ2d 1385 (U.S. 2007). Mere conclusory 
statements cannot sustain rejections on obviousness grounds; instead, there must be some 
articulated reasoning with some rational underpinning to support the legal conclusion of 
obviousness. Id, 

In view of the amendments to independent claims 1 and 7, and in light of the standards 
reeited above related to obviousness. Applicants respectfully submitted that the Office Action 
has not made out a prima facie case of obviousness as to independent claims 1 and 7. As 
discussed with respect to claims 1 and 7 above, Lee and Clapper when taken alone or in 
combination, neither teaches nor suggests all the features of claim 1. Further, there is no reason 
to combine the references, as discussed above* Applicants respectfully submit that these 
rejections s \ \ i he reconsidered and withdrawn. 

As claims 2, 3, 5, 8. 9, and 1 1, these claims are also allowable for at least the reasons set 
north above regarding their corresponding independent claims, and/br for the further features 
claimed therei \pplicants res i ides d and 

withdrawn. 

^ - - N ^ - ' Appen Shiryama 

v ns 4, 6 and 10 si ^.e c der 35 U.S mpatentable ovei 

Lee and Clapper and farther in view of Shiiyama (U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0026594; 
hereinafter 'Vein .mob s. These reiecnons arc respeexfulK tn.o. ersed. 
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Claims 4, 6, and 10 are dependent on claims f and 7 respectively. These claims are 
allowable for at least the reasons set forth above regarding their corresponding independent 
cl ! 'j d/o urther features claimed there s thus further respectfull} 

that these rejections should be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

New Cla ims 

Claims 12-15 are added through this Reply. These claims depend from independent 
claims 1 and 7 respectively. These claims are allowable for at least the reasons set forth above 
regarding their corresponding independent claims, and/or for the further features claimed therein. 
\ - ,.'1,' :c^xvnulh n e ac-d that the new claims be allowed. 
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In view of the above remarks, it is believed that ail pending claims are in condition for 
allowance. Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application; the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact James M Aipert, Reg, No. 59.926 
at the telephone number of the undersigned below., to conduct an interview in an effort, to 
<pec > v i .-cat application 

if necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in ibis, concurrent, and future replies 
o< _ st or credit any overpayment t )ep< , x >~2 foi ty additional 

fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1. 16 or 1.14; particularly, extension of time lees. 



Dated: September 6, 2007 Respectfully submitted, r „yp y 

B> . _ _ 

Michael R. Cammarata. 
Registration No.: 39,491 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
8110 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Fails Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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